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and the causes which produced it, must Le ranked Mr. Calhoun's
1)111 concernin<r " Incendiary Publications." It proposed to pro-
liibit the deputy-postmasters from delivering any printed mat-
ter touching the subject of slavery in States -whose laws pro-
hibited the circulation of such matter. Mr. Webster did not
tound his opposition to this measure on a denial of the evil
complained of. He had not, he observed, a word to say
against the objects of the bill; but, with constitutional law-
yers, there was a great difference between the object and the
means of carrying it into effect. His objection went to the
means. Looking to the provision of the Constitution, which
prohibits Congress from passing any law abridging the freedom
of speech or of the press, he concluded that Congress had not
the power to decide, from the character of a paper, whether it
should be carried in. the mail or not. Such a decision would
be a direct abridgment of the freedom, of the press. This
was certainly a most important suggestion; and, perhaps, an
equally important one was directed by Mr. "Webster against
the provision of the bill which looked to the destruction of
papers, supposed to be prohibited by the laws of the States,
if not withdrawn, on notice to the sender, within a certain
time. This, it was proposed, should be done by the deputy-
postmasters. Mr. Webster maintained the point that a paper
sent in the mail is the property of the person to whom it is
sent. If it is property, it cannot be destroyed without " due
process of law/3 that is, without judicial trial. To make a
deputy-postmaster the judge of whether it is such a property
as the person to whom it is sent can lawfully possess, would be
to constitute him a judicial officer to determine a question of
property. He also considered the law unnecessary, because
the States had full power to punish the deputy-postmasters for
circidating incendiary publications in violation of their laws.
Similar views were maintained by other Senators, especially by
Mr. Clay, who made a strong opposition to the bill. It was
rejected by a decisive vote.

On the 1st of July the Senate adopted a resolution, reported
by Mr. Clay from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, declaring
that the independence of Texas ought to be acknowledged by
die United States, whenever satisfactory information should be